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„ , t n ?? her of th0se ******* lK w *»nt to inform you about is the fact of the BejW 

fiockefeller Commission examination of the JFK autopsy material, the circumstances^ 
and my opinion. 

Prom what I have gathered, without making any investigation but from dependable 

f rineCte f r ith DaUae » tte real "investigation" other than hearing 
from witnesses in secret has related to the JFK assassination. This has as its 
excuse the wild anc irresponsible charges made mostly but not exclusively by hick 
Gregory and Balph Schoenman. * 

There has been a major effort, with the FBI, to build an entirely unnecessary 
and in every way enormously excessive ease against fictions like the so-called 
ramp pictures on which no work at all was necessary? the wrong claims m ade for 
he Zapruder film alone, that is, divorced for other evidence; and oven questioning 
of Dallas cops and former J a ck Ruby strippers as recently as a few days ago, after 
t was reported that the entire investigation was completed and the report was 
being completed. ^ 

As was dono under Eamsey Clark years ago a partisan panel of experts was 
appointed to make an examination of the autopsy material, including what is cohered 
by the letter agreement between Burke Marshall and ns a r 

A young friend has engaged the Archives in correspondence of this, te has sent 
*° ““ Xf J “ M ***« Archivist, 

As they relate to fishall this letter says: 

, Marshall was notified that the proposed examination was to be made, 

he did not object or specifieially agree to the examination. "(Page l) 

provisions of tee deed of gift for a determination by Mr. Burke Marshall 

8 wis R to exam±ne the autopsy materials applies 

only to private researchers." (Page 2.) 

Of "examination occurred on April 18, 1975, for about six hours." 

ab0ut an 311(1 3 ba3£ reviewing the Zapruder slides." 

£° n S , *5® ZaprUder fnm but " Ko arrangements were made or re- 

quested for viewing the Sapruder film in slow motion. " 

What this means is that not counting the time spent on the movie, which leaves 
even less time for it, the panel spent less than four and a half ofthe otler 

S r s :^r mb r’ ® r * °J ivier * didn,t ets ^ f °r all of that. In my opinion it is 
not possible to understand the movie without using slow motion. 

.. Tlae Rockefeller Commission «requestad"|only| of the pictures of JFK's clothing 

S T“ lBhe4 V 1 * »*"“ a—** (j£ s 

in the future, as I'll explain if there is need.) ? 

3180 SP ®!^ withte the P the? movies*, the whole bullet and frag* 
“® at3 R ut °Psy report, the 'memorandum of transfer* ...President Kennedy's cloth- 
ing... It was furnished copies of the deed of gift..." Why it wanted thi<> fo- anv 
non-propaganda purpose I can't imagine but I am reminded of the large anti-Kennedy^ 
campaign most recently in the form of leaks of plots against ^astroLing thHS 
administration when authenticated ones began under Eisenhower and Mixon. I do 
not see any other need for this kind of panel to even read the memo of transfer 

n °V f ^\ had serious evidentiary intere;:ts.And,any examination of*this 
stuff further reduced the time available for study of the actual evidence. 
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_ Robe f t 0 u SOB ’ e f 1Qral couase1 ' wer ® present. All the reports 

are that Olson was in charge of the Dallas operations. 

What can be the purposes of this kind of operation when the Rockefeller/ 
Commission’s mandate is to investigate the CIA? “ 7 

Aethers was no need for the hekad-up work with the "tramp" pictures, so also 
was 'there none with any of the autopsy material. There exists an official study, 
made by the Clark panel, and its conclusions SBcall that any inqidry Tf legitimate 
interests needs, it would be adequate to state that under the direction of the then 
Attorney General a panel of eminent experts concluded that....2nd SSo? el2. 

But once I shook loose that 1/27/64 transcript and later that of 1/22/64 and 
5 a } >lith the first md with what Fori did with it 2d made 
telw ^ the m ° St 3eri0US Poetical problems 

S £? nTl^elt S! ( ° n Wh0a there iS 811 incredibie st0 ^ «- press 

of “! rely that . thS EOCk9feller Commission can select the most irrational 

of the wildest charges against the CIa and now say we/ have examined them and thev 
merely prove that the CIA is accused of original sin/ This wm^ancT^Sy Sh 
it chargea a^adi' Public against the CIa and perhaps some 

a ^ the“ cofflffiittee wm ^ to deai with * zt iS n0t 

silf . f 8 * T 1 ^ 1 P^bopath about the Warren Report. control ^ 

eilf or what he is driven to say. Whatever a shrink would say of this I’m telliS 
you -hat he, personally, faked and suppressed evidence - both - without which itfould 
not even be axleg.d that Oswald was at the scene of either grime! IS the 
evidence is that he was not and could not have been. credible 
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- this 0Qn &«* 1 suggest tiie only real purpose that can be served by these 

^ycetigations are anti-Kennedy, pro-W a rren Commissxoi and pro- 
Ford and BeLin. These investigations can help tne FBI a little toe W 

not part of an investigation of the CIA and not necessary in either a defense & of 
it against unfair charges or an overt whitewash. 


Harold Weisberg 



